We report a correction to our article which substanitally alters a conclusion of that work. The experimental results are unchanged, but the scattering amplitude used to extract potentials from the differential cross sections contains an incorrect sign. This interchanges the g-u classifications of the potentials, but leads to no other change. After correction, the derived potentials are in near perfect agreement with the newest ab initio calculations. The physical reason for the error is quite subtle and since it has been made by other workers in the field too, we will give a somewhat broader, pedagogical explanation. 
- (16), and then used subsequently, is not exact under all conditions as claimed, but only under some conditions. However, when it is not exact, it is usually a good approximation to the correct solution, at least for a symmetric ring laser.
When Eqs. (14) - (16) are substituted back into the Fokker-Planck equation (13), the result is not zero but
The following conclusions can be drawn.
(a) The solution represented by Eqs. (14) - (16) is exact in the absence of backscattering (R i --O=R2). (b) The solution represented by Eqs. (14) - (16) (I ) of the resonance in the rows denoted "Present calculation" should be, from top to bottom: 1.7X10, 7.8X10, 1.0X10, and 4. 88X10 . The position of the resonance (e) in the five-state calculation should be 0.0248 Ry. The conclusions drawn in the paper are in no substantial way affected by these corrections.
